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In the matter of

My comments concerning this docket center around the statements at the end

of '24 wqich request thoughts on the possibility of removing Amateur Radio

operations from this band or placing stricter limitations on the operation of

Amateur Radio stations in this band. From the tone of the text, the FCC has

every intention of continuing to encourage LMS operation in this band. Since LMS

is not compatible with Amateur Radio operation, I will propose a course of action

which the FCC took in Docket 87-14: creating exclusive Amateur Radio subbands

within the 902-928 Mhz band.

Since this band is already segmented, I propose that Amateur Radio be

exclusively allocated one or more of these segments. I personally operate

narrow-band (SSB/CW) at 903 Mhz. I have also invested several hundred dollars

in 903 MHz equipment. Thus, my first choice is the segment of 902-904 MHz. To

accommodate Amateur Radio wide-band operations (FM voice and data), allocating

one of the other existing subbands, 912-918 MHz or 926-928 MHz, to Amateur Radio

and the other to narrow-band LMS would be an equitable solution.

Unlike 1MS, no problems exist from having Amateur Radio as a secondary

service to the primary users of this band. The possibility of life-threatening

failures of an Amateur Radio communication link occurring due to interference

from higher or lower priority users of this band is nil. Amateur Radio has had

a history of peacefully coexisting with radiolocation services on other VHF~F
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bands. Also, ISM equipment is not likely to be operating at the same time of day

that the majority of Amateur Radio operations are taking place. As a result,

very little friction is created by having Amateur Radio as a secondary service

to radiolocation and ISM.

At this time, I would like to present a few of the items of interest which

I have experienced by operating on this band since it was made available to the

Amateur Radio service. The first contact made on this band from my VHF club

station was from eastern West Virginia to Toronto, Ontario. Our "transceiver"

consisted of a signal generator for a local oscillator, a two meter transceiver,

discrete mixer, filters, receive preamplifier and a 20 watt power amplifier.

Since that first contact we have subsequently learned that 903 MHz provides a

propagation path much more like 432 MHz than 1296 MHz. Operation on 903 MHz has

broadened my understanding of the characteristics of these frequencies; knowledge

which is not found in a book.

To summarize, I have presented what I believe is an equitable solution to

the problem of incompatibility between Amateur Radio and LMS operations in the

902-928 MHz band. In Docket 87-14, the FCC has created a precedent by providing

an exclusive Amateur Radio allocation within the 220-225 MHz band. This same

action is appropriate with regard to the 902-928 MHz band. Many Amateur Radio

operators have made sizeable investments in 903 MHz equipment. This band has

also spawned new products from small businesses that produce VHFfUHF/microwave

Amateur Radio equipment. An exclusive allocation will encourage Amateurs to

invest additional time and money in this band. Above all, removing Amateur Radio

from this band is NOT and acceptable solution.

Respectfully submitted,

Howard W. Reynolds
WA3EOQ

4614 Aspen Hill Ct.
Rockville,
Maryland 20853


